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USPTO Customer No. 25280 Case 5584 

REMARKS 

In the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment mailed March 14, 2006 (the "Notice"), the 
Office indicated that the response submitted October 17, 2005 (the "Response") was 
non-compliant because the drawings and the claims were not properly identified. 
Applicants wish to make clear that the Response was neither styled as or intended to be 
considered an amendment of any kind. 

On March 20, 2006, the undersigned Agent for Applicants called the Legal Instruments 
Examiner who issued the Notice to discuss the facts of the present situation. The 
undersigned explained that the Response included a copy of the originally filed 
specification (including claims) and drawings, which were provided to rectify a 
discrepancy over the documents that were originally submitted. Below is a summation 
of the details of the present situation. 

The present application (10/681 ,726) and US Application No. 10/681 ,412 were each filed 
on the same day and were subject to an assignment to the same entity, Milliken & 
Company, It appears that the Patent Office misplaced the present application before it 
was scanned and before the requisite fees were deducted from Applicants' Deposit 
Account, but not before completing and returning to Applicants a postcard receipt for the 
now-misplaced application. Copies of the postcard receipts from both the 726 and '412 
applications accompanied Applicants 1 response of October 17, 2005. 

Since it appeared to Applicants that the Patent and Trademark Office did not have a 
copy of the present (726) application as fifed, Applicants enclosed, with their response 
of October 17, 2005, a copy of that misplaced application (including specification, claims, 
and drawings) and a copy of the transmittal letter that was submitted therewith. 
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It was this submission that prompted the Notice of Non-Compliant Amendment mailed 
March 14, 2006, to which the Applicants are now responding, (n a telephone 
conversation with the Applicants' Agent, the Legal Instruments Examiner who sent the 
Notice indicated that the Applicants should have labeled the claims of the original patent 
specification with the word "Original" and should have labeled the two sheets of 
drawings as "Replacement sheets." 

Although Applicants disagree that such labels are necessary since Applicants were 
merely providing a second, replacement copy of previously filed but misplaced 
documents without making any changes to such documents, Applicants are acceding to 
the request of the Office and are making the requested modifications herein to facilitate 
prosecution of the application and the receipt of a first action on the merits of this case. 

Accordingly, Applicants submit herewith a listing of the pending claims, at) of which have 
been labeled as "Original." Also submitted herewith are two sheets of drawings, each of 
which has been labeled as "Replacement Sheet". Apart from these labels, no changes 
have been made to either the claims or the drawings from the document that were 
originally submitted on October 8, 2003, and that were resubmitted on October 17, 2005. 
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